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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1. The amendments, filed 12/10/04 have been entered and made of record. Claims 
1-27 are rejected. In view of Applicant's amendments to the Claims and Specification, 
objections detailed in the previous action have been withdrawn, while others (detailed 
below) have been made. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 12/10/04 have been fully considered, but are 
considered unpersuasive. 

3. As to claims 1-4, 8-14, and 16, applicant argues the combined teachings of Girard 
and Wood fail to disclose all limitations contained therein. More specifically, applicant 
argues that Wood "fails to disclose a data locator that is capable of both providing 
broadcast programming to a subscriber and locating data from remote memories." 
(Applicant's Response, Pg. 12). Below, the Examiner will outline why Wood does not 
have to show the combined teaching and how Wood does in fact suggest the combination 
of broadcast programming and accessing data from remote memories. Also, to further 
show the state of the art at the time of applicant's invention, the Examiner will discuss 
the teaching of Ozawa et al (US Pat. Pub. No. 20010030959), which discloses another 
system capable of both providing broadcast programming and accessing various remote 
memories. 
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It is not necessary that Wood disclose a data locator capable of both providing 
broadcast programming and locating data from remote memories. This teaching was not 
explicit in Wood, therefore, the Examiner applied a 103 rejection combining Girard and 
Wood. Girard provided the explicit teaching of supplying broadcast programming, while 
Wood explicitly provided for a data locator. 

Wood does suggest the combination of broadcast programming and accessing 
data from remote memories. Even though the Examiner did not rely upon this teaching in 
the previous non-final action, it is encompassed in Wood's disclosure. In Paragraph 
[0029], Wood teaches the message management system is capable of retrieving email 
from a WebTV® source. WebTV® is well known in the art as a source of broadcast 
programming and other Internet related multimedia services. Therefore, this teaching 
suggests the combination of broadcast programming and accessing remote memories. 

The state of the art at the time of Applicant's invention shows the combination of 
a data locator and broadcast programming was well known. Ozawa discloses a system 
comprising a set-top box, which is capable of providing access to various other remotely 
located multimedia devices, storage devices, and Internet appliances (such as email). 
(Par. [0022]). Due to Applicant's amendments, Ozawa is added to form the basis of 
claim 19's rejection. 

4. With respect to claims 19-21 and 26, Applicant argues the combination of 
Schneidewend and Bertram fails to teach accessing data stored on a database located 
remotely from a head-end unit according to a network address included within a 
broadcast stream and in response to receipt of a signal from an interactive television 
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network subscriber. More specifically, applicant argues that Schneidewend nor Bertram 
has anything to do with head-end units. Below, the Examiner will rebut these 
arguments. 

Schneidewend does teach a system which provides a multimedia stream, 
containing a network address, to a set top box. As discussed in the Examiner's non-final 
action, Schneidewend discloses an interactive system capable of processing video 
programming and other data from a PC/Internet source. (Col. 2, Ln. 17-23 & Fig. 3). 
Moreover, the system can retrieve and display web-pages associated with the broadcast 
stream (i.e., movie). (Col. 5, Ln. 67 thru Col. 6, Ln. 1-3 & Figs. 3 & 4). In order for the 
system to display a URL address (as in Fig. 3), said URL address must be contained 
within the broadcast stream. Therefore, Schneidewend does teach this limitation. 

Schneidewend does teach a system comprising a head-end. At Col., 3 Ln. 18- 
26, Schneidewend further teaches the system receives Cable Television Signals (CATV) 
via a coaxial line or satellite dish. It is inherent the CATV system contain a head-end for 
processing (i.e., modulating, multiplexing, etc.) the CATV signals for transmission. Such 
head-end is located at the content provider site, which is remotely located from the user 
site. Therefore, Schneidewend does inherently teach a system comprising a head-end. 

Bertram does teach a system comprising a head-end. Specifically, Bertram 
teaches the use of a system to be used in conjunction with "television space." This 
"television space" denotes video/audio signal streams broadcast by cable distribution. 
(Col. 1, Ln. 33-37). As discussed earlier, a cable distribution system must contain a 
head-end for processing the signals for transmission, and such head-end is located 
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remotely from the user site. Therefore, Bertram does inherently disclose a system 
comprising a head-end. 

Specification 

5. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

a. Subscriber billing server data storage 244 is labeled 224 in drawing 2. 

(Spec. Pg. 12). 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

6. Claims 25 and 27 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

a. - "The purchase information" of Claim 25 lacks antecedent basis. 

b. "[T]he personal information", and "the completed at least one field" of 
Claim 27 lack antecedent basis. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

7. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in the prior Office action. 

8. Claims 1-4, 8-14, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Girard et al (US #5,751,282) in view of Wood et al. (US Pub. 
#2002/0112007). 



Examiner's Final Action - Pg. 5 of 23. 



Application/Control Number: 09/848,581 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2614 

Applicant's Claim 1 recites an interactive television network comprising: 

a. a data locator in communication with a set-top terminal, which is used for 
accessing other interactive television components and for providing broadcast 
programming 

b. one or more memories, located remotely from the data locator and in 
communication therewith through a network, which are accessible by the data locator 

c. the data locators containing at least three of the following data: 

c(l). Television listings data of past, current, and future scheduled 
programming 

c(2). Programming content data containing audio/video of previously 

broadcast programming 
c(3). Email data containing email for subscribers 
c(4). Telephone voice mail info stored on voice mail database. 
As to sub-element "a", Girard discloses an interactive television system 
comprising a head-end (i.e., data locator) coupled to a set-top box, which is used for 
accessing an electronic programming guide and the corresponding programs stored on the 
head-end server. (Col. 1, Ln. 5-17). But, Girard fails to teach whether the system can 
interact with other network components. However, within the same field of endeavor, 
Wood discloses an interactive system, which can access a variety of remotely located 
messaging sources (i.e., network components) via the internet (i.e., a network). (Pg. 1, 
Par. [001 1] & Fig. 1). It is inherent these network components contain memories needed 
to store emails, voice mails, etc. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one 
ordinarily skilled in this art at the time of applicant's invention to combine the interactive 



Examiner's Final Action - Pg. 6 of 23. 



Application/Control Number: 09/848,581 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2614 

system of Girard with the interactive system of Wood in order to provide a system which 
is capable of accessing a wider variety of network components (i.e. programming guide, 
internet, and email/voicemail database). 

As to sub-element "b", Girard teaches the interactive system contains past, 
current, and future television listings (Col. 2, Ln. 11-17) and previously broadcasted 
programming (Col. 2, Ln. 19-22). But, Girard fails to teach a system capable of 
accessing email and voicemail databases. However, in the same field of endeavor, Wood 
discloses a system capable of accessing a subscribers email and voicemail messages. 
(Pg. 3, Par. [0031] & Fig. 4, 5, 6A, & 6B]). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to 
one ordinarily skilled in this art at the time of applicant's invention to combine the 
interactive system of Girard with the email and voicemail database accessing capability 
of Wood in order to provide an interactive system, which allows a user to interact with 
various network components. (The examiner would like to note that applicant's claim 1 
is limited to "at least three" of television listing data, programming content data, email 
data, and voice mail data. Although it is only necessary to cite three of the limitations as 
the basis of an obviousness rejection, the above citations contain all four). 

Claims 8 and 9 are means-plus function and method claims, respectively, which 
correspond to the apparatus claim 1. Accordingly, they are analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed. 

Applicant's Claim 2 recites the network of Claim 1, wherein the television listing 
data includes the title, channel, time, duration, content description, rating, category, and 
another air time. As mentioned above, Girard and Wood contain all limitations of 
applicant's Claim 1 and Girard further discloses the programming guide contains the title 
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(Fig. 2), channel (Fig. 2), duration (Fig. 2), content description (Fig. 2), category (Fig. 4), 
and another air-time (Col. 1, Ln. 38-43 — since a movie can be shown every 2 hours, it is 
inherent that the guide contain the alternate show times). But Girard fails to specifically 
disclose whether the guide contains the program rating. However, providing a program 
rating is an obvious variant of Girard' s programming guide. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in this art at the time of applicant's invention to 
modify the programming guide of Girard to also display the program rating in order to 
provide a more detailed listing. 

Applicant's Claim 3 recites the method of Claim 1, wherein the programming 
data includes at least one of closed caption information, speech transcription, video 
information, program title, program rating, program category, and another air time. 
(Note: The PTO considers claims containing the "at least one of language to be 
anticipated by prior art containing any one of the subsequent limitations.) As discussed 
above, Girard and Wood contain all limitations of applicant's Claim 1 and 2. Since a 
number of limitations within Claim 2 are listed in Claim 3 also, Claim 3 is analyzed and 
rejected as previously discussed under Claim 2. (The examiner also notes that Wood 
discloses a method whereby a segment of the voicemail message is converted to text. 
(Par. [0056], [0057] & Fig. 6D)). 

Applicant's Claim 11 is a method claim, which contains a combination of 
limitations from apparatus claims 2 and 3. It is analyzed and rejected as previously 
discussed therein. 

Applicant's Claim 4 recites the method of Claim 1, wherein the programming 
content data includes at least one of metadata and XML data. (Note: This claim contains 
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the "at least one of language, so the above interpretation applies here also) As discussed 
above, Girard and Wood contain all limitations of applicant's Claim 1 5 and Girard further 
teaches the programming guide contains information such as the program title, category, 
etc. (Fig. 2). Since applicant's specification describes metadata as information such as 
the program title (Spec. Pg. 1), Claim 4 is analyzed and rejected as discussed under Claim 
2. 

Applicant's Claim 10 recites the method of Claim 9, further comprising: 

a. recording at least a portion of the broadcasting programming in 
memory during the broadcast 

b. receiving a request to rebroadcast the programming from a 
subscriber 

c. retrieving the program from memory 

d. and replaying the program to the subscribers. 

As discussed above, Girard and Wood contain all limitations of applicant's Claim 
9, and Girard further discloses a method in which the head-end stores the programs as 
they are transmitted in real time so that they can be added to the previously played 
program database. (Col. 2, Ln. 18-22). Once this is done, the user can request the 
previously broadcasted program and it is retrieved and replayed by the user's set-top box, 
(Col. 2, Ln. 30-35). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in 
this art at the time of applicant's invention to further modify the combination of Girard 
and Wood to also contain the simultaneous storage/replay teaching of Girard in order to 
provide the user with the ability to replay previously broadcasted programs. 
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Applicant's Claim 12 recites the method of Claim 9, wherein the forwarding step 
includes providing only a portion of a program to the network subscriber. As discussed 
above, Girard and Wood contain all limitations of applicant's claim 9, and Girard further 
discloses a method by which a clip of a future program (i.e., portion of program) can be 
supplied to a subscriber. (Col. 2, Ln. 35-40). Accordingly, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time of applicant's invention to further modify 
the combined teachings of Girard and Wood to also include the clip providing capability 
of Girard in order to allow the user view clips of programs instead of viewing them in 
their entirety. 

Applicant's Claim 13 recites the method of Claim 12, wherein the program 
portion includes only a portion of the frames of the program. As discussed above, Girard 
and Wood contain all limitations of applicant's claim 12 based upon Girard's disclosure 
of a method by which a clip of a future program (i.e., portion of program) can be supplied 
to a subscriber. (Col. 2, Ln. 35-40), which also serve the basis of Claim 13's rejection. A 
clip of a program can be either a program portion or portions of the frames of a program. 
Accordingly, Claim 13 is analyzed and rejected as previously discussed under Claim 12. 

Applicant's Claim 14 recites the method of Claim 9, wherein the forwarding step 
includes providing a location indicator of the at least three types of data to the network 
subscriber. As discussed above, Girard and Wood contain all limitations of applicant's 
Claim 9 and they further contain the following: Girard lists the broadcast channel (i.e., 
location) of the past, current, and future programming (Fig. 2). Wood discloses a method 
by which the source of the email/voicemail messages is displayed. (Fig. 6A/6E). 
Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in this art at the time of 
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applicant's invention to further modify the combined teachings of Girard and Wood to 
further include location indicators of the messages in order to inform the user of the 
identification of the sender. 

Applicant's Claim 16 recites the method of Claim 9, further comprising receiving 
an email message from subscriber including the location indicator and delivering the 
message to a second network subscriber. As discussed above, Girard and Wood contain 
all limitations of applicant's Claim 9, and Wood further teaches receiving an email 
message from subscriber containing a location indicator (i.e., sender) and delivering it to 
a recipient (which could be anyone including a second network subscriber). (Par. [0072] 
and Fig. 6E). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in this 
art at the time of applicant's invention to further modify the joint teaching of Girard and 
Wood to further include the location indication capability of Wood in order to allow 
subscribers to send emails. 

9. Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Girard in view of Wood as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Knee et al. 
(US #5,589,892). 

Applicant's Claim 5 recites the network of Claim 1, wherein the one or more 
memories further include: 

a. billing data for subscribers 

b. help data for subscribers 

c. personal information for subscribers 

d. calendar information for subscribers 
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e. and, financial information for subscribers 

As discussed above, Girard and Wood contain all limitations of applicant's Claim 
1 5 but fail to discloses the limitations recited in Claim 5. However, in the same field of 
endeavor, Knee discloses an interactive programming guide containing the customer's 
billing data (Fig. 29), help data (Col. 13, Ln. 33-59; Fig. 36D), personal information (Fig. 
29), calendar information (Col. 16, Ln. 51-65; Fig. 13), and financial information (Col. 
22, Ln. 5-13; Col. 37, Ln. 41-51). The examiner interprets the "calendar information" 
limitation to be any data pertaining to the date or time of a program in relation to a user's 
schedule. Knee's method allows a user to set a reminder to be displayed on the specified 
time and day entered by the user. (Col. 16, Ln. 51-65; Fig. 13). Therefore, in essence the 
user is allowed to set reminders on his or her calendar, to inform the user of certain 
programs which will be aired. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily 
skilled in this art at the time of applicant's invention to combine the interactive system of 
Girard and Wood with the data system of Knee in order to provide an efficient method of 
billing, data storage, trouble shooting, and a more user friendly system. 

Applicant's Claim 6 recites the network of Claim 4, wherein the personal 
information includes payment method, credit card information, debit card information, 
subscriber's name, telephone number, address, and a history of purchases. As discussed 
above, Girard and Wood contain all limitations of applicant's Claim 4, but fail to disclose 
the limitations of claim 5. However, within the same field of endeavor, Knee discloses 
an interactive network containing payment method information (Fig. 43 C), credit card 
information (Col. 37, 42-43), subscriber name (Fig. 29), subscriber address/telephone 
number (Col. 37, Ln 42-43), and subscriber purchase history (Col. 22, Ln. 5-13). 
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Although Knee does not explicitly state that debit cards can be used, this limitation is an 
obvious variant to a credit card. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily 
skilled in this art at the time of applicant's invention to combine the interactive system of 
Girard and Wood with the personal information teaching of Knee in order to provide a 
more efficient billing system and to provide up to date purchase information to a user. 

10. Claim 7 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Girard in view of Wood as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Nishikawa et 
al. (US Pub. #2001/0016947). 

Applicant's Claim 7 recites the network of Claim 1, where in the television screen 
includes a title safe portion and an action safe portion. As discussed above, Girard and 
Wood contain all limitations of applicant's Claim 1, but fails to disclose a television 
screen containing an action and title safe portion. However, within the same field of 
endeavor, Nishikawa discloses such an interactive screen. (Fig. 18). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in this art at the time of applicant's invention 
to combine the interactive system of Girard and Wood with the interactive screen of 
Nishikawa in order to provide the user with a portion of the screen dedicated to entering 
user inputs. 

Applicant's Claim 17 recites the method of Claim 9, further comprising 
displaying a virtual keyboard, the keyboard being located entirely in the title safe portion 
of the television screen and receiving from the network subscriber a signal corresponding 
to the virtual keyboard. As discussed above, Girard and Wood contain all limitations of 
applicant's Claim 9, but fail to teach the use of a virtual keyboard. However, in the same 
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field of endeavor, Nishikawa discloses the use of a virtual keyboard in which the user can 
input terms. (Par. [0085] & Fig. 18). Thus, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily 
skilled in this art at the time of applicant's invention to combine the interactive system of 
Girard and Wood with the virtual keyboard on Nishikawa in order to provide the user 
with a method of inputting search terms. 

11. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Girard in 
view of Wood as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Vallone et al. (US 
#6,642,939). 

Applicant's Claim 15 recites the method of Claim 9, wherein the location 
indicator is a pointer to a time stamp in a multimedia stream. As discussed above, Girard 
and Wood contain all limitations of applicant's Claim 1, and Girard further discloses the 
use of pointers, which are used to access media streams and/or segments of media 
streams contained on the EPG. (Col. 6, Ln. 59-67 - Col. 7, Ln. 1-10). But, Girard and 
Wood fail to specifically disclose the use of time stamps embedded within the media 
streams. However, within the same field of endeavor, Vallone discloses a method in 
which media streams are embedded with time stamps that enable the system to locate any 
spot within a program. (Col. 6, Ln. 8-15). + Accordingly, it would have been obvious to 
one ordinarily skilled in this art at the time of applicant's invention to combine the 
pointer teaching of Girard with the time stamp teaching of Vallone in order to provide the 
user with a method of accessing programs dependent upon time stamps embedded in the 
program. 
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12. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Girard in 
view of Wood as applied to claim 9 above, and further in view of Bertram. (US 
#5,606,374). 

Applicant's Claim 18 recites the method of Claim 9, wherein the broadcast 
programming includes a network address and further comprises: 

a. rendering a bug on the television screen 

b. receiving a signal corresponding to the bug 

c. and sending a signal to the network address in response to the user's input. 
Applicant has defined "bug" to be "a single graphic overlay on the video stream" 

and has stated that the "network address" can be a URL, pointer to another channel, or 
the like. (Spec. Pg. 5, Ln. 3-5). As discussed above, Girard and Wood contain all 
limitations of applicant's Claim 9, but fail to specifically disclose the limitations of claim 
18. However, within the same field of endeavor, Bertram discloses an interactive menu 
overlaying a video stream (Fig. 13-16). Through the use of a remote, the user generates a 
signal by clicking one of the graphical images, which will send a response up channel, 
via a distribution link or telephone line, to the network address of any number of 
interactive networks. (Col. 4, Ln. 24-41; Col. 40, Ln. 20-41). (The examiner notes the 
citations do not specifically discuss a network address assigned to the network 
components, but this portion of the claim is contained in the preamble and is not 
considered a limitation of the claim. In the event applicant chooses to amend claim to 
include it as a limitation, it would be analyzed and rejected under Schneidewend et al US 
#6,182,287 as under claim 19 below.) Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
ordinarily skilled in this art at the time of applicant's invention to combine the interactive 
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system of Girard and Wood with the graphical overlay of Bertram in order to provide the 
user with a more convenient method of accessing interactive services. 

13. Claims 19, 20, 21, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schneidewend et al (US #6,182,287) in view of Bertram and further in 
view of Ozawa et al. (US Pat. Pub. No. 2001/0030959). 

Applicant's Claim 19 recites an interactive television network comprising: 

a. providing a multimedia broadcast stream to a set top terminal from a head- 
end unit, the broadcast stream containing a network address 

b. rendering a first picture on a television containing at least one bug 

c. receiving a signal from a subscriber relating to the bug 

d. accessing data stored on a database located remotely from the head-end 
unit in response to receipt of the signal and according to the network 
address, the network address being associated with the database located 
remotely from the head-end unit; and 

e. providing the remotely located data from the remote database to the head- 
end unit for delivery to the set-top terminal 

As to sub element "a" and "d", Schneidewend discloses a method of using 
an interactive system, which provides multimedia broadcast programming containing 
various network addresses associated with remote systems (Col. 2, Ln. 17-31 & Figs. 3 & 
4). The network address would provide a link to some database located remotely from 
the head-end. (such as information related to a movie as disclosed at Col. 5, Ln. 67 thru 
Col. 6, Ln. 1-3). Moreover, as shown in Fig. 4, the user can access a number of storage 
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databases including phone, email, etc, which would also be located remotely from the 
head-end. 

It is inherent the system of Schneidewend contain a head-end unit because (as 
discussed above under "Response to Arguments") CATV systems must contain such a 
unit for processing the signals in preparation for transmission. But, Schneidewend fails 
to teach sub-elements b, c, and e. However, within the same field of endeavor, Bertram 
discloses a method by which a graphic image is overlaid onto the video stream, a signal is 
received from the user in relation to the graphic overlay, and the system performs an 
action in response to the signal (i.e., elements b and c). (Fig. 13-16; Col. 40, Ln. 20-41). 

As to sub-element e, Ozawa et al discloses a similar system in which various 
remote devices can be accessed and provided to the head-end unit for delivery to the set- 
top box. (Par. [0026] and Fig. 1). [NOTE: Due to applicant's amendment adding sub- 
element "e", the Examiner was required to perform a supplementary search, which 
resulted in the application of the Ozawa Reference]. Accordingly, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time of applicant's invention to combine 
the interactive system of Schneidewend with the graphic overlay of Bertram and the 
head-end of Ozawa in order to provide the user with a more efficient way of accessing 
the interactive services. 

Applicant's Claim 20 recites the method of Claim 19, further comprising 
rendering a second picture on the television presenting information related to the bug and 
the remotely located data. As discussed above, Schneidewend, Bertram, and Ozawa 
contain all limitations of Claim 19, and Bertram further discloses that information 
relating to the graphical overlay is displayed after a user selects the overlay (i.e., 
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rendering a second picture). (Fig. 14-18). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to 
one ordinarily skilled in this art at the time of applicant's invention to further modify the 
combined teachings of Schneidewend, Bertram, and Ozawa to further include Bertram's 
graphical overlays in order to provide the user with a more efficient method of using the 
interactive services. Moreover, the bug of the combined system would be associated with 
presented information and the remotely located data because, of course, the system is 
meant to retrieve such data. For example, the user would click on the bug and be given 
access to various databases and further information which would be presented on the 
screen. (Fig. 4 of Schneidenwend shows such a layout). 

Applicant's Claim 21 recites the method of Claim 19, where in the network 
address is at least one of a URL and a channel. As stated earlier, the "at least one of 
language is rendered obvious if any one of the subsequent limitations is contained within 
the prior art. Also as discussed above, Schneidewend, Bertram, and Ozawa contain all 
limitations of applicant's Claim 19, and Schneidewend further discloses a URL and 
channel to designate interactive services. (Fig. 3). Accordingly, it would have been 
obvious to one ordinarily skilled in this art at the time of applicant's invention to further 
modify the combined teachings of Schneidewend, Bertram, and Ozawa to further include 
the URL and channel designations of Schneidewend in order to provide an interactive 
network capable of accessing the internet and various channel broadcasts. 

Applicant's Claim 26 recites the, method of Claim 19, further comprising 
connecting the subscriber with the vendor. As discussed above, Schneidewend, Bertram, 
and Ozawa contain all limitations of Claim 19. It is obvious that in order to receive any 
broadcast, the subscriber must be connected to the vendor (i.e., content provider, etc.). 
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Thus, it was obvious to one ordinarily skilled in this art at the time of applicant's 
invention that in order to combine the teachings of Schneidewend, Bertram, and Ozawa 
to provide an interactive television system, the system must be connected to the vendor. 

14. Claims 22, 23, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Schneidewend in view of Bertram and Ozawa as applied to claim 19 above, and 
further in view of Nishikawa. 

Applicant's Claim 22 recites the method of Claim 19, wherein the multimedia 
broadcast stream includes an advertisement from the vendor. As discussed above, 
Schneidewend, Bertram, and Ozawa contain all limitations of applicant's Claim 19, but 
fail to teach whether the multimedia broadcast stream can contain advertisements from a 
vendor. However, within the same field of endeavor, Nishikawa discloses a method by 
which a service provider is able to email advertisements to a user. (Pg. 7, Par. [0075]). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in this art at the time of 
applicant's invention to combine the joint teachings of Schneidewend, Bertram, and 
Ozawa with the advertisement teaching of Nishikawa in order to provide a convenient 
avenue for a service provider (i.e., vendor) to communicate and/or advertise to the users. 
(The examiner notes that applicant refers to vendors and service providers as entities 
which "...caw be retailers offering ...goods..." and "...providers of pay-per-view 
services...", respectively. (Spec. Pg. 13, Ln. 19-21). Therefore, applicant may have 
sufficiently distinguished the two. However, the examiner also considers a vendor to be 
an obvious variant of a service provider and, if needed, could reject accordingly.) 
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Applicant's Claim 23 recites the method of Claim 22, wherein the bug is rendered 
as a request to purchase a good or service in the advertisement. As discussed above, 
Schneidewend, Bertram, Ozawa, and Nishikawa contain all limitations of Claim 22. 
Nishikawa further discloses the use of a purchase icon appearing adjacent to programs 
desired to be purchased, but fails to disclose that it can be graphically overlaid onto a 
video stream. (Pg. 1, Par. [001 1]). However, as discussed earlier, Bertram does teach the 
use of graphical images (i.e., bugs) overlaid onto a video stream. Accordingly, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time of applicant's invention 
to further modify the combined teachings of Schneidewend, Bertram, Ozawa and 
Nishikawa to also include a bug used to make purchases in order to provide the user with 
a convenient method of interactive purchasing. 

Applicant's Claim 24 recites the method of Claim 19, wherein the second picture 
includes a confirmation request. As discussed above, Schneidewend, Bertram, and 
Ozawa contain all limitations of Claim 19, but fail to disclose the use of a confirmation 
request. However, and Nishikawa further discloses that after the record icon is selected, 
the user is visually presented with a pull-down screen containing cost, date, and time of 
the program purchased or to be purchased and a review purchases icon allowing the user 
to review past purchases. (Pg. 1, Par [001 1]). But, Nishikawa fails to specifically teach 
the use of a confirmation request of the purchase. However, a confirmation request is an 
obvious variant to the Nishikawa' s pull down and review purchases icon. Thus, it would 
have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in this art at the time of applicant's invention 
to modify the purchase/review purchases teaching of Nishikawa to also include a 



Examiner's Final Action - Pg. 20 of 23. 



Application/Control Number: 09/848,581 Page 
Art Unit: 2614 

purchase confirmation in order to provide the user with a second chance to further 
consider his or her purchase. 

15. Claims 25 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schneidewend in view of Bertram and Ozawa as applied to claim 19 above, and further in 
view of Knee. 

Applicant's Claim 25 recites the method of Claim 19, wherein the rendering step 
includes accessing a database containing subscriber's personal information, the database 
being maintained by the network operator, and including the personal information in the 
purchasing information. As discussed above, Schneidewend, Bertram, and Ozawa 
contain all limitations of applicant's Claim 19, but fail to disclose any billing method. 
However, within the same field of endeavor, Knee discloses a network system, which has 
a database containing subscriber's personal information. (Col. 22, Ln. 5-13). After a 
subscriber makes a purchase, his or her personal information can be automatically 
inputted onto the billing statement. (Col. 37 Ln. 41-51). Accordingly, it would have 
been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in this art at the time of applicant's invention to 
combine the interactive television network taught by Schneidewend, Bertram, and Ozawa 
with the network database of Knee in order to provide an easier, more efficient method of 
billing. 

Applicant's Claim 27 recites the method of Claim 19 further comprising prior to 
the rendering of the second picture: 

a. retrieving a subscriber's personal information from memory 
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b. completing at least one field of the electronic order form using the 
subscriber's personal information, wherein the partially completed order 
form is presented to the subscriber 

As discussed above, Schneidewend, Bertram, and Ozawa contain all limitations of 
applicant's Claim 19, but fail to disclose any billing method. However, within the same 
field of endeavor, Knee discloses a network system, which has a database containing 
subscriber's personal information. (Col. 22, Ln. 5-13). After a subscriber makes a 
purchase, his or her personal information can be automatically inputted onto a billing 
statement. (Col. 37 Ln. 41-51). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one 
ordinarily skilled in this art at the time of applicant's invention to combine the interactive 
television network taught by Schneidewend, Bertram, and Ozawa with the network 
database of Knee in order to provide an easier, more efficient method of purchasing 
and/or billing. 

Conclusion 

16. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jade O. Laye whose telephone number is (571) 272-7303. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. 7:30am-4, Tues. 7:30-2, W-Fri. 7:30-4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Miller can be reached on (571) 272-7353. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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